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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-15 are pending in this Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. — Claims 1-5 and 8-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being. unpatentable 
over Wuppermann et al. (US 6,725,197) in view of Hon et al. (US 6,490,563). 

As per claim 1, Wuppermann teaches, "a voice spelling method comprising the 
steps of: 

"in an audio-only interface, receiving a plurality of audio signals representative of 
spoken characters, said plurality of spoken characters specifying a string" (col. 4, lines 
1 1 -1 2, and col. 4, lines 35-38). 

Wuppermann teaches, individually recognized letters are then issued via an 
interface 5 (user interface) with a request to the user either to acknowledge the 
correctness of this letter or reject it" (col. 4, lines 38-41) but does not explicitly teach, 
providing audible feedback. However, Hon teaches providing audio feedback (col. 58- 
67). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to provide audio feedback because Hon teaches user can detect 
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recognition error without looking at the screen according to his invention (col. 2, lines 
65-67). 

As per claim 2, Wuppermann teaches, "accepting a voice selection of one of said 
played back characters, said selection denoting a disputed character" (col. 4, lines 42- 
43); 

"identifying a replacement character" (col. 6, lines 27-37); and, 
"replacing said disputed character with said identified replacement character in 
said specified string" (col. 6, lines 27-37). 

Wuppermann teaches, individually recognized letters are then issued via an 
interface 5 (user interface) with a request to the user either to acknowledge the 
correctness of this letter or reject it" (col. 4, lines 38-41 ) but does not explicitly teach, 
providing audible feedback. However, Hon teaches providing audio feedback (col. 58- 
67). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to provide audio feedback because Hon teaches user can detect 
recognition error without looking at the screen according to his invention (col. 2, lines 
65-67). 

As per claim 3, Wuppermann teaches, "suggesting a replacement character for 
use in place of said disputed character" (col. 6, lines 38-56). 

As per claim 4, Wuppermann teaches, "querying a database of empirically 
determined replacement characters for a suitable replacement character" (col. 5, lines 
11-64); and, 
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"suggesting a replacement character based upon results of said query" (col. 5, 
lines 11-64). 

As per claim 5, Wuppermann teaches, "wherein said step of suggesting a 
replacement character comprises the steps of: generating an n-best list of replacement 
characters and, suggesting a replacement character based upon said n-best list" (col. 6, 
lines 38-54). 

As per claims 8-12, they are interpreted and thus rejected for the same reasons 
set forth in the rejection of claims 1-5. 

4. Claims 7 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wuppermann et al. (US 6,725,197) in view of Hon et al. (US 6,490,563) as applied to 
claims 1 and 8 above, and further in view of Bareis (US 5,706,399). 

As per claim 7 and 13 Wuppermann and Hon do not explicitly teach, "generating 
an audible beep for each textually equivalent character produced". However, Bereis 
teaches, "generating an audible beep for each textually equivalent character produced" 
(col. 6, lines 20-21). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to generate audible beep because one ordinary skill in 
the art would readily recognized that would provide the user attention to the user 
interface to properly listen the received character. 

5. Claims 6, 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wuppermann et al. (US 6,725,197) in view of Hon et al. (US 6,490,563) as applied 
to claims 1 and 8 above, and further in view of applicant's admitted prior art. 
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As per claims 6, 14 and 15, Wuppermann teaches, "speech recognizing a 
plurality of words, each word representing a spoken character" (col. 4, lines 35-39 and 
col. 4, lines 55-57). 

Wuppermann does not explicitly teaches, "each said word encoding said 
represented character according to an alpha grammar, decoding each said word into 
said represented character". However, applicant acknowledges that it is known at page 
2 lines 3-1 1 , "each said word encoding said represented character according to an 
alpha grammar, decoding each said word into said represented character". Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
use alpha grammar because of distinguish characteristic of the pronunciation of the 
characters according to the alpha grammar, that would provide a particular letter to 
speech recognizer more specifically. 

Contact Information 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Abul K. Azad whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3838. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richemond Dorvil, can be reached at (703) 305-9645. 
Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
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Or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9314 

(For informal or draft communications, please label "PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to 2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington, 
VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should 
be directed to the Technology Center's Customer Service Office at telephone number 
(703) 306-0377. 

Abul K. Azad 
August 23, 2004 




